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ATTACHMENT TO ADVISORY ACTION (paper no. 5) 

Applicant's arguments filed December 22, 2010 have been fully considered but 

they are not persuasive. 

In the first paragraph on page 10 of the subject response, applicant argues: 

"Contrary to the applicant's invention, while the lateral boundary lines at the ends 
of each of the working edges are straight lines, they are not radial straight lines 
or in other words they do not extend from the working edge exactly in the radial 
direction or along a radius which intersects with the center." 
The Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's analysis. As viewed in 

Figure 3 (which is the cover page figure) of Paulus, it is respectfully submitted that 

Paulus teaches edges 27, 28 which are clearly radially extending straight edges; that is, 

Paulus teaches straight edges that are coaxial with a radius that extends from the 

center of hub 22 of the cutting tool 18. 

Regarding applicant's arguments directed to the other teaching reference 
examples of Johnson and Wurst, these references clearly teach straight edges that 
extend in a radial direction, for example, broadly interpreted as compared to a 
circumferential direction. However, the Examiner acknowledges that neither of these 
particular examples teaches the straight edge extending exactly along a radius which 
intersects the center of the cutting tool. However, it is respectfully submitted that no 
such limitation has been claimed. All that is required is that the edges are straight and 
extend in a radial direction. It is respectfully submitted that Johnson and Wurst broadly 
teach such a structure. 

Therefore, for at least the above reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the prior 
art rejections must be maintained. 
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